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Commissioners Murphy, Nacduf? and Conlon

FROM:  Alfyed Rubinstein, Nearing Officer
SUBJECT: mum of Carlton 3. and Mary Drolsbaugh
for redeterminati

on of a deficiency oy for
mxu‘gautmmmmmm-
1961 and 1962

The sbove-entitled matter cans on for a hearing bdefore
me on Gctober 31, 1966ataommamu.mrm,mm
the transceripl.

he appearances and exhidbits were as noted on

e issue involves the guas of vhether or not the
taxpayers were residents of ork during the years in isswe.

mm. umm.mma-smwmm
renewed it in 1962. JNo olaim of Connecticut residency was
asserted until receipt of the notics of deficiency.

Atmmtq-{;r, Nary Prolsdaugh testified

follows: That the hous Patterson was mmwm 19813

M&tmm 'mmmm that »
telephone was mmmmmmmmx tn

m:.w*:tmlma‘mm mm m

offi Nanhattan; W

mm»wmamnm ﬂtﬂ

look after mm;mmm m,
mmwc saintained an spartment at A3 ‘tMM
mwmmntmm.mrmm 9593&3‘
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w ) m~wmwmn ad that thay received
aati at Patterson,; New York, :
¥o sffort was made on SaNpAyers’ retums o sagregete

wisther incurred n Bew York

dsdustiidble Ltens, in Gonnestiong,

or slsewhare, defuctions on the New Yerk

M‘wm from the \

g‘mm ‘ e the by , Syare’you &

Bew York State mmw'mm.
Taxpayarts onsisting of & Sonneotiont dviver's

M«"%‘ o Seed 1o tape o

section 60% of the Tex La.
e decision of the Tax Commission should de in the form
subaitted herewith. '
/s/ N Alfred_Rubinstein
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Ene.

Yedruary 6, 1967
(Fe i, & 9t )



SEAYE AR OUNISSDON
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2N TUE MATYER OF ER PRFIYION '
or '

CARLEGN 8, ARD MARY DROIADAUSH '
. lgwk (]

Goriton §. and Mary Drolshbaugh having petitiened fer
redetermination of & deficiency or for refwnd of personal inseme
Saxes wnder Artiole £2 of the Bax Law for the years 1961 and 1968
(Pile Ne. 2-0505000) and & hearing having been held dafure |
Alfred Bubinstein, Neaving Officer of the Sate Ten Cunmissien, 86
80 Cantre Street, Bow York, New York, ou Ostober 31, 1966, and
Nary Drolshangh having appesred in peveen, ant the satter heving
Soen duly examdined and conaidared,

T™he S%%e Tex Comnission heredy finds: |

(1) Tat the fwpayers £iled o resident peromsl incens
$10,039.53, ondtting therefron incone sarned in the awewns of $ATS.90

rmtmmumum;mmm

& vesfilgnt perecnsl inoewe tax Jeint return fer 1962 reperting
New York tazable incoms in the smownt of $11,214.28, euitding Shere-
fyon incons enmad in the amount of $6,118.93 frem & Dusiness sentusted

by them in Cemnactisws; mmmmmmw

mmammmmmwmtmmun.m
et additional tSaxes wars dus, in the smownt of §36.2% fur 19060 and
m.wmm,mmmmmmmu
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New York; that for 1961 and 1968 taxpayers filed Pederal insoss
Sax resumns 88 residenss of New Tork. |

(2) That during 1961 and 1962 taspager Suriten 5. Bvelsbangh
was suployed regalarly, full time, in New York, a: his place of
euwployment in Nanhattan, and spent move than 183 days of ek yeav
in New York.

(3) Thas in 19351, the tanpayers purehesed & one-funily -
house in Pasterson, New York as whieh they resided wntil Noveudey
1995; that the taxpayers conceds Shat they were residents of this
State wp to that time; that in 1599 Whe taxpayers asquired & mursing
homs business in Gormectiocws, and rented an spertamt in the Gily of
Norwalk; thas they continusd $0 maintain their home in Patberses,
Bew Tork thareafter, reseiving uail theve, axintaining Seliphens
service and wiilities, snd enployed & man $0 look after the hewse; -
that Saxpayers’ howe in Pasterson, New York was & pesvanent Swelling
house; that taxpuyers never voted in Comestiows; that Saapayer
_ Garlten 8. Brolshbeugh had & valid New York driver's lioense whieh be
renewed in 1962.

(3) That on their jJoint income tax retarns filed for 1961
and 1962 taxpayers stated thelr residence o be Patterson, New York,
and answered $he guestion, “Were you & New York Stats restiémmt during
the sntive year?” affizustively on esch return; that en their Nev Yok
retums tanpayers dedested expenses end deductions fyem All Souress
within and withous the S4ate, but failed to inslude the income from
their aureing howe business on the ground that such was "taeomes
earned wholly owtside the Stase of Bew York®,

Based upcn the forsgoing findings, the Stadke Pax Commission
haredy



DECINES 3

(A) Tat Guring 1961 and 1962 the taxpayers weve
domtoiled in New York and maintained 3 permanant place of abede
within the Stats; that sccordingly they wers residemts of New York
within the meaning of seution 505 of the Tax law.

(B) that taxpayers' samings fron their Comnesticut dusinese
in the sws of 472,58 in 1961 and in ths sum of $6,118.93 in 1962 weve
ineludable in thelr New York taxabls income for sush years.

(€) st sccordingly, the nvtice of deficiency impesing
additional taxes and interest upon ths taxpayers for 1961 and 1962
1s correct, snd the amcunt set forth therein is dus snd owing together
with sadéitional intarest and other statutory charges; that the said
notice of deficiency doss not inglude any tax or other charges which
could not have been lawfully dsmanded, and thst taxpayers® petition
for redeternination or refund with respsct tharsto be snd the sams
heredy is dented.

March

Pated: Albeny, New York the S:d day of Pebmuary, 1967 .

/s/ JUSEPH H. MURPHY

/s/ JAES R. MACDUFE

/s/ WALTER MACLYN CONLON



